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Based on a. 1967 survey of Mexican American higja- 

school sophomores conducted in the "border region" of South Texas # 

, this 1973 follow-up study examined the extent to which: (1) 

historical changes had occurred in the^use of Spanish and English 'by 

<i Mexican Americaii boys and' girl^ over tli'e 6-yeat study period^ and (2) 
the variations dn* 1973 language usage patterns by sex and situatibnal 
Context were similar or different for oral- speech^ writing^ and \ ^ 
reading. The historical changes were examined in reference, to (1) 
oral spjeech with parents in the home^ with nedghborhood frienh^r and * 
with school friend^ outside of class; ando,(2) language | utilized for 
mass media such as radio, newspaper, and magazines, :^n 1967, 
interviews were conducted in 7 schools located in ^thf0, Counties of 

, Dimmit, Maverick,^ iStarr;. and Zapata, In 1973, 2 of the schools were 

deleted froto the 19^7 data set due to lack of cooperation. Both years* 
identical questionnaires were given to all high school sophomores 
X3m in 1967 and 379 in 1973) present on the day of the study. The 
1973 questionnaire contained an extended section on language, 
reading, and writing patterns. Some findings were: females rdad more 
magazines and newspapers in Spanish than males; and in 1973, boys 
indicated use of Spanish more freguentiy in all settings than girls, 
and for both, the frequency ,of Spanish used 'decreased from the home 
setting to the neighborhood^ and then. to tlte school setting, .(NQ) 



? 



Documents acquired by ERIC include many informal unpublished materials not available ^firom other sources. ERIC makes i^verj 
effort to obtain the best copy- available. Nevertiieless, items of marginal reproducibility are often encountered and this affects th< 
^ of the microfiche and hardcopy reprpductiofis ERIC makes available-^a the ERIC Dofeument Reproduction Service (EDRS) 
'gl^^is not Responsible for the quality of the original document. Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be madeilroit 



us DEPABTMENTOF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION & WELFARE 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
EDUCATION 

THtS OOCUAAENT HAS BEEN RE PRO- 
OUCEO EXACTLY AS*RECElVfcO FROM 
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN. 
ATING»T POtNTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS 
STATEO O'O NOT NECESSARILY RBPRE- 
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL iNSTtTUTEOF 
EDUC'ATION POSITION OR POLICY" 




BILINGUAL PATTERNS OF NONMETBOPOL I TAN 
MEX I CAN" AMER I CAN YOUTH : VAR I AT I ONS 
BY SOCIAL CONTEXT, LANGUAGE USE, 
AND HISTORICAL CHANGE* 



^ - , ■ V i c to r i a M . Pa te 1 t a' i. 

Chabot College . - , 

. Wi 1 \ jam P .. KuvleskV 
Texas A&M Unrversi^y 

(Wi th the assistancie of Dehr|u Medina, 
Research Assistant, Texas A&M), 




Paper presented at the annual meetings of the Rural Sociological 
Society, San Francisco, August 21-24, 1975. This report contVibutes to 
Texas Agriculture Experiment Station Project H*-28l 1 , "Development of 
Human Resource Potentials of Rural Youth in the South and. Their Patterns 
of Mobi 1 i ty.'* - -^^^ ^ 



acknowledgements' 




A study involving two separatypontacts over six years obviously 
involves a number of workers b^^rond those listed as author gff the report 
of the data analysis. We wifsh to acknowledge the assistance of a .number 
of individuals i n the Rufii Sociology Department at Texas ASM University 
involved In carrying out this study—without their assistance this report 
would not, .have beeh possH>le. 

? Dave Wright and Rumlildo Juarez were instrumental in stimulating 
the initiation of our study of youth in South Texas 'and played important , 
roles later in collection and ^proce^sina^?N(ataya^ r^rting , 

•finding/ Randy Dowdel I was res pons j^^/^ for carrying out the l^TT contact 
and w^s assisted Jby several" gfaduatji^'knd undergraduate assistants-- 
kfLln Escobedo, Estebag Sal Inasi vand E vera rdo Avi la .. Esteban -Sal i naj^ 

ISO contributed- impor^antl y ^'the design of the 1973- instrument. 
B. Gonzalez was responslble^or most of the initial data processing and ^ 
was assisted by Janet Brq/n . 41arvin Bridges , and Angle Lindley. John 
Womack prov^ed comput^ ass i stance and Stan Wilson helped us with APL 
computer analysis, ^ir good and durablie secretaries, provided the 
typing requ i red a|/most stages of the work— Bobbie 'George , Joan Toel, 

Kathy Anders , arm Sherry Haisler , 

Last but/ertainly not least, our sincere gratitude goes out to the 

PnTncipals ajd Students of the following Texa^ high schools: Za£at_a_, 

Roma-Los/ S,^z , Rio Grande City , San Isidrlp , and As her ton. Without , . 

their ^for^larcooperatlon this study would never have been done. Wc 




h6p© Ai/ work serves their interests well. 



. THE PROBLEM 



0? 



ERIC 



The research to be reported here builds upon and extends an earlier 
• - * ■ * . ■ 

^tudy of Spanish and English oral 'languag^e patteros of Mexican American 

, youth carried out in I967 (Patel la and KuvlesKy, 1973) - I n-' 1973 we 

designed a historical follow-up study to provide answers to two major 

questions: ^Are the oral [iatterns of Spanish vs. English usage of Mexican 

^American yautb changing? Are patterns of 1 anguage .usage for read 1 ng alphd---^ 

writing similar ^o ^hose for speech? As far as we know little, if anything-, 

in the way of research findings has been reported with respect t;o either 

question. At the same tfme, the increasing interest in bilingualism 

among Mexican Americans and among educators coficerned with Mexican American 

youth provides a pressing need for such answers. 

Our earlier study was 1 imi ted -solel y to oral language use over varying 

social contexts--wi th parents, with friends in the neighborhood^ with / 

Jriends in school (outside of class), and to mass rft^d.ia . 1 anguage usage 

radio and newspapers. The follow-up study provided us with an opportij/i ty/ 

to extend our view of language usage to use of Englvl^sh^ and Spar^ish 

reading and writing over various social contexts. Also, we broadened^ 

our cdvcr»ige in 1973, over^l967, in several add i t ional ways.* a^ded 

the use television to our mass media indicators, and we ad^edya soci-al 

context" for speaking, reading and writing not used in 1967y^la!;^guage , 

.use in school during classes. Obviously, the 1973 survey^ prpvides' a mQ^ 

fuller picture of Eng], i sh~5 pan i^sh -patterns of language >(ise, 

Our specific research objective for the anal ysiy t;^/ descr*ib^<^^ 

here is to address these questions: 

S(l) To .what extent have historical changes occtjr/ed/in use of 



Span ish and- Engl i sh by I|lexic3n American h/iVh sfchool boys /and 

/V / 
'■// / 



•f()04 




rl/c 




<girt4 dver^thfe sj^x year study period in reference the 
rQll owing;: / . 

(a) Qr^y^eecM vyith parents fn the home , with friends in 
>he njgj ghborhood , and with friends, in school outside 

, o f class . 

(b) . ^ Language utilized for mass media in reference to (1) radio 

and (2) newspaper and magazines . 
(2) To what extent are the variations in 1973 1 angu^ge usage 

patterns by sex and s i tuational context similar* or different 

' \ . 

for each of three modes Of^anguage us^e--ora1 speechj writing, 
and read i ng? \ 
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REVIEW OF RELEVANT RESEARCH 



In* our earlier report of the 196? data, we reviewed the »ri^sea^'&^^^ 
to date concerning language usage patterns of Mexican AmeriG^^s^ -(Pat'el la 
and Kuvlesky, 1973). Briefly, language usage was found b'^Mahon'ey (1967) 
to be directly related to urbjpn, versus rural, res idence, and to educa- 
tion, American bi rth , income and occupational level of household head, 
and inversely correlated wrth age. Skrabanek (1970) , in the same South 
Texas study, found that Spanish was highly retained, and used far more 
than. English by household headsNn a variety of settings, with radio 
b'eJng used equally trl^ Spanish and\EngVish, and Spanish television where 
available. The findings for children were similar, except for the school 

■ •/ ■ ■ ■ 

settmg. - , . ' ^ 

Grebler; Moore and Guzman /( 1970) found Span i sh usage * to be directly 
related to the proportion of f^exican Americans vin the neighborhood, arid- 

0 ' . , '- 

o 

J ■ ^ . ■ 

inversely related to income. cThe^e researchers al so found that Spanish 
language radio was preferred over English in largely Mexican American 
*ne i ghbbrhoods , .regardless of income, and among the poorer res idents of 
mixed neighborhoods. Preference for Spanish television was related to 
low-income and. the predominance of Mexican Americans in the (neighborhood. 
1 1 was al SQ observed that 'the Spanish language press was not ''a serious 
competitdr for the English-Slanguage press.*' \ \ 



Sex differentials were not i nvest i gated in any of the reported re- 
search j:re viewed above, except for our 1967 study. \ Since our earlier ^ 
report, we are^aware of only two other research efforts into language 
usage patterns of Mexican American youth: a study^of Southeigfr 
Colorado youth, don^ i-n 1969 and an El Paso stu^ carried out 
by Vcne^gas in 1973 (Kuvle^sky, 1973). Venegas 



. . - J) ■ ■■ ■ . ■ • . 

replicnted our 196? instruments and opcrat ions and his findings generaHv 
Indicated a strong comparability to those of our 196.7 investigation of 
nonmetropolitan Mexican American vouth in SoutWexas (Kuvlesky, 1973^^ 
il-l5). The findings from the Southern Colorado study were difficult 
to compare with ours because of differences in instruments utilized; 
however, it appears-, that Mexican Amei^an youth in Southern Colorado 
util ized Spanish much less than the South Texas youth we studied and' 
the El Paso youth studied by Venegas(Kuvlesky, 1973: 13)- 

As far as we can determine, no published research results exist 
pertaining to the question of whether use of Spanish ts declining among 
'Mexican American youth of any type. Certainly, leaders of the Chicano 
movement over the last few^y ears have shown concern about .this, and have 
strongly urged the need for Chicanos to use Spanish. 

■ In summary, the scant amount of research reported in the past on 
language usage patterns of Mexican American youth on oral patterns and 
u^lizationof mass media indicates a high retention rate of Spanish, 
particularly in Texas and among the poor. Also, evidence exists to in- 
dicate that the frequency of Spanish use may vary by rural-urban resi- 
dence, SES, sex status, age, nativity, and region of the country. These 
statements should be viewed as propos i t ions to .be evaluated by . future 
resei^rch and not emp i-r i cal gene ra 1 i zat ions due to the limited amount of 
extanli research and the difficulty/in obtaining good comparability in 
comparing findings across these studies as a result of variations .in 
time of study, research operations, and instruments. \ . 
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coJllection of data 

The analysis reported here is based on an original survey of 
Mexican American high school sophomores carried oi^t in the "border"^ 
region'' of SoWh Texas jn the Spring of 1967 and a restu'dy survey 
completed in tfie Spring of 1973- - ^ 



The process began in 1967 with the selection of four South Texas 
counties adjacent to or in close proximity to the United States-Mexico 
# border (Dimmit, Maverick, Starr, and, Zapata) that exhjbited the 
"fol lowing char^kct^y 'st ies : 5, (1) locat ion in a rural and nonmetropol i tan 
"area, (2) a high ffe^ and. (3) proportionately 

high concentration <Y^^ Americans (Juarez and KuvUsky, 1968:6). 

Irf I9i67 intervrews w^re conducted in seven schools located, in"^ these • 
cojjrtt^^s: The' 1973 effort could not enlist the ct)operation of two of 
these! schools, i ncl udl\i9 the only qne in Maverick county, and t?hese 
schopls: were deleted ftem the 1967 data set for ,this analysis (Kuvlesky 



and ?M6nk ,h 975) • 

Extensive ef for ts vl^rev made to duplicate the 1967 field procedures 
iriPbhe 1973 st|idy. All l|rgh school sophomores present on the day of the 
studyvvere given ques t ionha ires and immediately assured of the conf i- 
dentiality of their; responses. A trained graduate student read each 
item alioud gJving the students enough time to complete their responses 
'^fore proceeding. The questionnaires d i s t r i buted were identical with 
respect' to the variables inyolved in the h i stor i ca T ana 1 ys i s and in most 

• ^ • * ' ' ■ - ■ 

-other respects (Patella andlKUvlesky, 1973). The 1973 quest ionnai re 
differed from the I967 one (nlaihly in respect to^add i t ional sets of items- 
one of these Was the extended section on language patterns, reading and, 
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writing patterns of ^subject (see APPENDIX A) . No effort s. were made to 
contact those studentsl^not present eo the day of the interview. In I967 
about 85 pfercen^ of those reported to pe enrolled were present and 

o * 

completed the questionnaire and in 1973 the Tigure*was 8O percent. / ^ 

The 1967 data netted 3^1 Mexican American respondents as compared 
with 379 for the 1973 effort. 'Those students who did not identify 

themselves as Mexican American were deleted from this analys'is (See 

■• \ ■■ ■ ^ ■ ^ ' ' ' 

APPENDIX B, Table 1). The surveyed port ions of the sophomore class 

■ ' " * 

in the schdols involved i^n the study ranged from a low of 22 to a high 

- - ■ ■ \- 

of 168 in the I967 effort and from 25 to 181 in 1973- 

;v ' ,. • ■■ 

V . HISTORICAL CHANGE - 

.' ' ' — s 

Obviously any changes observed in the language patterns of th^ youth 
studied could be influenced by the patterns of historical change taking ' 

place in their communities, schools, and families. A description of such 

- ■ ■ • ^ |. 

patterns should have utility for interpretation of these findings. The 

. ■ ft » 

general study area involved demonstrated the following patterns of 

<> . ^ 

historical change between I96O and 1970°, according the U.S. Census d^ta 
(Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975): (0 an increase in an already proportionately 
large majority of Mexican Amer I cans ; (2) a general rise i^ level of 
education and; (3) an apparent improvement of general Economic conditions — 
fewer families in poverty and fewer people working as unskilled laborers. 

No dramatic changes 'took place in reference to school facilities. 
In- general it can be presumed that the schools became a bit more crQwded 
and that some of them exh i b i ted deteriorating physical facilities and 
equipment. A follow up probe aimed at ascertaining the general avaiJabiljty 
of Spanish language reading materials In the school and communities and 



!h(^ rfltitudes of school admi n i strators* toward bilingual patterns in th(? 
school;> was made by Michael Miller. Generally, it was observed that ^ 
little, in the way of written Spanish was in evidence in the school s-- 
outside o-f what was used in formal Spanish c la!5ises--or i n the communities 
( i .e. , newspapers or magazines). Also, it is safe to conclude that most 
school administrators were not strongly encouraging bi 1 ingual patterns 
and a few even felt that to do so would be harmful to the students. 

Information obtained from the students indicate little change took 

place in reference to the families of the respondents over the six year 

* t, ' . * . . ^ . ' ■ ■ , • ■* . . 

study period. A slight indrease in parental education was^ noted. Mso 

. thcre*^was a teifdency for fewer fathers to be gainfully ertiployed in 1973 

than 'in 1967 (Kuvlesky and Monk, 1975).^ 



•a • " FINDINGS 

The findings from the ana-lysis are presented in three parts. ^The 
first section deals with the results of the liistorical comparison of 
data .collected from the same study area in 196? and 1973. The second^ 
section presents the new data-, gathered only ' in 1973, expanding the 
examination of. language use. in reading arkl writing. The^third section, 
reports the 'new data concernifig the respondents '"^percept ions of lan~ 
guage usage patterns of parents and friends. In all three parts, 
-language usage is examined by social context and sex. Chi Square tests 
vyere ut i 1 ized tiD. determine the stat i st i ca 1 significance of differences 

observed throughout the analysis. 

* ' • » • 

• . i . ■ _ ■ 

- '•1.l^lSTdRlCAL• CHANGE., 1967-1973 ■ 

Speaking Patterns ^ 

Almost every Mexican American teenager involved in this study in 
both 1967 and 1973 indicated they, could speak Spanish: only-four in 
1967 and half^ that number in 1973 indicated they could riot. Yet, as 
we knoW^from earj'lier analysis of our I967 data,' the abi y ty tgr sVeak 
Spanish 'does not ensure i4: will be used , or ^sed to the same^^tent in 

V * 

c 

all social settings. Our 1967 findings' indicated that in oral speech 
boys used Spanish more often than girls ^and that the use of Spanish 
declined rather markedly fcfer both in informal settings away f-rom the 
home (Patella and Kuvlesky, 1973 ) ■ Have things changed since I967? 



1 



■ ■ : ' r ' ^ - • 

Lringuago Usf* With Parents (Tahlr 1 oncK Fitiuit** 1) ^ \ 

In 1967, Mexican American, boy.s claimed to use inostly Sy.iaish 
with their parents more often than girls, who tended ^4:0 cJaim equal 
amounts of both English and Spanish. Only small proportions of either * 
males or females claimed using mostly English. In 1973, t.h^t pat- . " 
tern had not changecd. s Ign i f i cant 1 y . The overall pattern 6f strong 
Spanish domi n^nce pers i*sted with males somewhat more Spai^^h dominant 
than females. . . * ^ 

• • ♦ • ; 

Language Use With Close Frivends In The Neighborhood (Tabl^ 2 and Figure 2) " 

In 1967, males cla ime^ use of ,ml:j)stly Spanjslni more often than fe- 
males Jn talking with friends in the neighborhood, .whi le females -again ' 
preferred "equal amounts of both." ' Ii1| 1973» females again reported be- 
ing less Spanisn dominant than males. The difference between the'196y , 
and 1973 responses for females are statistically significant, but not * 
.large enough to be sociologically meaningful. However, there is a'dis- 
c^^ble pattern in the changes from 19,67 tQ 197? for both males and 

females'-^the- "both" category decreasecl while. the, most 1 y Eng 1 i sh and/ 

• ^ . 

most ly ''^'pani sh caTtegor ies ""both increased, 

^ . . . • , f : • , : , ■ ■ ■ • ■ ■ ■ 

Language Use With Close Friends In School-Out Of Class (Jable 3 and "^gure 3) 
In .1967, males preferred the mostly Spanish category^ s i*gn i f i cant 1 y 

more often than 'fema 1 es , wh'ile the females more often chose the mostly 

' d - • . * . / 

English category. The two groups chose "both" at about the same ' rate. 

^ ^ , ' ' . - • «^ 

- . ■ * 

In 1973? there were significant changes for both sexes. The males 
continue to be roore Spanish dominant than the females, but the preference 
for -the most 1 y Spanish category has iqtreased s ign i f ifCant 1 y ' for both 
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f 'Figure I. A -Cofli^arison of Language' Used with Parents 
■ ,»967 and r973, by Sex . ' . 

- * 

Language Pattern ' 



Mostly Engl Ish . Botli . " - Mostly Spagi gh 




1967 •: 1973 1967 l'973 1967 

Males - - - ^ ^ Females 



Figure 7.^ A Compari&on of Langu*f)e UsecJ with, Glose Friends 
in the Neighbqj-hood in I967 and i by Sex. • 
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Figure 3- A Colrfpar ison of Language Used with Close Friends 

in. School (Out of Class) in I967 and 19,73, by Sex ' 
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sexes, while' the "both" category hfs decreased for males and the 

mostVy English category decreased for feniales_ 

< / , ■ / 
"■' Use of /Mass Media ' , 

; ' - . ■ /,/■• ■■; : ■ ■ 

In 1967, about a fourth, the respondents c/laimed tojisten mpstly 

■ * *; / ' 

or only^to Span i sh language radio , and we 1 1 ov.er three-fourths of both 

'groups cUimed to listen to at least some Spanish radio (Table ^ and 
Figure i*)*. There were no sex di f-ference^ . 'ihe 1973 data reveal no 
notable change in these patterns. / • ' 'f » ' 

rn 1967, only "very small prop'oirt/ions of ei ther males or females 
reported doing Mmore tha/i half or a/l", of their- newspaper and magazine 
readir^g^-Sp^T^Tsh (Table SN^nd'Yigur/s)'- However i gn if leant 1 y more 



males than females cl aimed to rWd "none" i>n Sp.an i sh / and more females 
than males claimed "some" read i ng, i n Span i sh . , I n 1973, these Englxsh 
.dominan^atte<rns persist, a/thdugh. there is a significant de.crease in 
the prQpor,tyC)n of females/i/ho (^l aim "none." ... . " 

PaCtQ.rns Acro/s/ the Various Settings (Figure 6) " . 

, t " ■ ' ■ 

The/ 1967 data indicated a consistent pattern, for both males, and 

7 ■ / ' ' ' * - .' . -': . 

femai/s, of substantial reduction in Spanish as the home setting is - 

■ ' / / ' ^ . ■ ' - - ■ ■ u- ^ 

comf/ared with the/neighborhood and the school. For instance, on^i third 



as/many spoke "mbstj^ Spaniih" with friends in- school as with parenUS. 
■(/nd the reverse was true for English. ig 197*3, the patterned, decrease 
In Spanish ir/ moving away from( the home setting persists, thoucih the 
pattern is not quite as st rong-about half as many speak "mostly Spanish' 
with friends in school as with parents. Likewise the increase inEng-- 
lish persists, but is not quite, as strong. ' 

■ ', , 0018 •■ 



Figure A. A Comparison of Use- of Spanish Radio Programs 
in 1967 and 1973;, by Sex - 
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Figure 5.- A Coij^parison of Use of Spanish Language Newspapers 
^nd f^agazines in 1967 and 1973,, by Sex 
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The greater SpanisK dominance of niales existed in all three Sf these 

oral language settings*. However, the .reverse ^ is true for the u^^e of 

" ' <j , • / ' - * 

written 1 angugage--1 n the case of reading of magaz i ne^ , and' newspapers , 
.' * ■- "* 

.females are more Spani sh dominant and males more* Engl i sh dom^-jnant- . 

. . ' ^ ' ■ ■ , V • — : •> 

Males and. Females Compar ed 

. ; ' ■ ' 

A summary comparison of findings on differ-ences in these situation- 
al patterns by sex for 1 967 and 197?, indicate clearjy there was^ no 
marked change .over the six year perfod -in this regar-d , (Table 6)/ Mafes 
indicated using Spanish moVe ofte'n 'than females in all oral situations ' 
and females indicatpjd ufeing Spanish In reading mass literature more 
often than boys. No sex difference was observed* in listening to radio 
programs in Spanish. t ' . 

^ Summary of Results, on Change 

t> . ■ 

A summary pr^sentat i,or> of our results of the analysis of historical 

r • ■ . . ^ , • 

chanqe generally indicate that 1 i 1 1 1 exchanged in the bi 1 ingual language 
potlorns included (Table 7). Among the oral patterns the only change 
noted was an increase for both boys and gir.ls in use of Spanish w,\th 
fcuend^^ in school (outsi'de of class). The only other change was a 
slight increase in reading of mass literature in Spanish. A look at 
the actual percentage change in use of Spanish to an^ extent and use 
of mostly Spanish for the two contacts gives a clearer picture of the 
magnitude of changes taking place (Table 8). The^oys demonstrated 
very little change in eitfier regard except for' tal king wi th friends in 
school --in this case there was a dramat ic increase of 26% using mostly 
Spanish. The girls d^monstated a mpre^ uneven pattern of percentage 
change. However, again the most marked' change was in reference to 

• 002:? 



Table 



7. -^^1 



ummary of .Chi Square Results of Historical Change in Use of 
^an^sh vs. English by Sex: 1967-1973. 



Language 
Pattern 



'Males 



'Differences, 1967-1975\ 



^Nature Magn. 



\^ ^Fema \es 



r 



Nature ^MagrV. 



Speaking Sj^anish 

Do you Speak Spanish 



>.8 



/With Parehts . >. 1 ,<.2 

i Friends - Neighborhood >;,2,<.3 

^School (Out of Class) <^<.001 

• ,i , i ■ I . ■ ■ 

Mass Med ia 



^ Radio 

Newspaper and 
Magazines 

\ • \- 



>.7 

>:.8 



>Sp\ 



Marked 



>.9 



>.2,<.3 
>.06,"^<.07 
>.001 ;<.01 



>.9> 

>.0l\<.05 



>Sp^ 



^Sp. 



Slii^ht 



SI i^ght 



"0 . , 

Table 8. Summary of Patterns of Historical Change by S^x* in Ose of * ' 
Spanish to Any Extent and in Using Mostly Spanisli: 1967-1973. 



Percent Using Spahish 



Percent Using Only 



Patterns 


67 


' 73 


Changein X 


67 


73 


Change 


A. Boys 






• 








Parents 


95 


90 


-5 


74 


68 


-6 


Fr iends-Ne i ghborhood 


89 


87 


-I 


53 


59 


. +6 


School (Out of Class) * 


80 


81 


+ 1 


29 


55 


+26 


Radio * 


84 . 


79 


-.5 


7 


8 ■ 


+ 1 


Newspaper and 












+2 


Magazines * ' 


31 


33 


+2 


I 


3 

4 


B. Girls 














Parents 


91 


94 


+3 


41 


45 


+4 


Fr iends-Nei ghborhood 


83 


74 


-9 


17 


21 


+4 


School (Out of Class) 


63 


71 


+8 


7 


IB 


. +11 


Rad i o , 


76 


76 


0 


5 


7 


+2 


Newspaper and 














Magaz i ne " 




55 


■'+11 


0 


. 3 


+3 



5^ Figures represent propor:tions using only Spanish in these cases. 

0024 . - 



.^talking with friends in school--the percenfaqe more than doubled (from« 

>■ \ - ' / ■ ■ ' ' t • \ ? • • • ]^^.7... 

5° ' T^'*" the only case for the g-lr^l^ where a substa:fitial change 
' /;in use of bn1,y -Span i sh took pi ice. ^ ^ 

1 dneGanpot-^help but observe the almost totally co'ns i stf^t pat terned 
.fincrease in .percentage chahqe across all settings for both boyLand 
' airts in predominant use of Spanjsh (see Table i) . dnly in one case 
^^^. ^'l^^'"^ 3 decrease »in percent predomi^naritly US ir^ll^i^ boys 
in ; speaking- to parents. " I * 

I ! •■ ) 973^ STUDY: . MODES OF LANGUAGE' USE 

-V; The great major i ty of both males' and females reported"' in 1973 that 
^they speak, read and wri'te Spanisfi. Nearly a.l 1 speak "i t ^ wi-tK de- V 
creasing numbers claiming reading, and then- writing skills, but the 
proportion even fn that latter category ^is over 75% for the simple as 
a whole (TalJle 9). Females claim to be able to read and write Spanish^ ^ - 
more often than males.'* 

.More than half of the respondents hav^ taken" a Spanish, course in 
school, -with no significant differences between i^les and females in 
this regard' (table 10). . " • ^^.' 7 

Ofal Patterns 



Oral patterns were treated aboye , in comparisQn with data on the 

i . - ■ . 

same items from the 196,7 study. In 1973, boys indicated use bf Spanish 

■4 . ■ . ■ - ■ 

more ft;equently in all set t i ngs' than g i r 1 s , and for both, the frequency 
of Spanish used decreased from the home setting to the neighborhood, 
and then to the school setting (see Tables I, 2 and 3) . " One rtew 

* ■ * ' 



V,. 



4 c « 



Ta;blje 9. A Comparison , of Self-Indicated Ability to Use, Spanish in 
•Sp^^X'nQi Reading Writing by Sex, 1973- • 



Use of Span Ish 
Speak i ng 

0 

Reading'*^ 
Wri t ing* ' ' 



Male 



Fema 1 e 



Total 



""""" — "t Indicating Use of Spanish 

198 . 100 ^9 

80 ? , 88 ' ^ ^ o 84 

69' " . '82 ^ 76 



v^Difference by sex ar^ s tat 1 s t i ca 1 1 y s i gn i f i can t at the .05 leVel of 
P according to results of ChLSquare tests. (see APPENDIX B, Table 2, 
3-, ahd 4.) - ^ \ V ^ 



Table 10. 


HaVe yoj^ 


Taken a 


Span 1 sh 


Course 


in School? 




f 




Male 




Fema 1 e 


f TotaJ 




N 


I 




N 


• % 






Yes' 'Ik ' ■ 
No ' 
Total. 


100 

78 

\n 


56 
kh 
100 




r23 


62 ; 
a8 

100 


223 

9^ — 

' 377 


59 

• 

■ 100 


No 1 n f Q 


• ■ 0 




1 .23 

P = 


2 

>.26,<. 


D.F. = 1 

27 - 


\ 2 


(1 i 



/ 



ERIC 



-23- 
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Item on oral patterns was included in the 1973 study: language used in 
niost classes at school. Consistent wfth the findings concerning othe^ 
oral patteirns, males were s i gn i f i cant 1 y *more Spanish dominant than fe- 
males, reporting use of^^'most^ly Spanish** in class five times as often 
as females (Table But the group is, nonetheless, fairly English 

dominant, with more than half indicat ing /'mostly English,*' most of the 
rest ind.icatin^ "both, "and only a smal 1 -proport ion indicating "most- 
ly Spanish/? Also,-'it should be noted that the use of.mostly«Spanish 
is the lowest in Jthis sett i ng*- the on 1 y forma 1 context of language use 
studied. Only nine percent of the total sample used mostly Spanish 

I' ■'• ■ ■ 

in' school classes. One might ask how they managed to do this? 
. «- ■ # ■■ 

• , ' - 

Reading Patterns (Tables 12', 13, 1/*, and 15) 

Both maJes and females are highly English dominant in their read- 
ing patterns, witTi^thft proportion reporting "mostly Engl ish"^ rany Ing 
f rom dO?, to over 9p!iJ across the three 5ett!iigs--at home, at school 
outside class, and at school in class. Only very smal 1 proport ions claim- 
"n»obtly Spanish" in any of the three sett i ngs--^never more than eight 
percent. Male/female differences are statistical ly significant in 

V , . ■ , ■ • 

» (59 . . • «» 

the latter two cases, but are in fact, too small to be of sociological 
significance. • ^ ^ 

Although less jEhan half the respondertts were involved, Engjish 
dominated readi ng "on the job^ for those who had evef worked — differences 

0 , ■ 

o 

by sex were not^s i gn i f icant . 



ERIC 



Wri ting Patterns (Tables 16, 17, 18 and l9) 
Writing patterns parallel those for reading. Male/feijiale 

' " 0027 • ' 
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Table lU Language Used 




Speaking' i n 


Most' Classes 


in School by 


Sex, 1973. 


Language . • Male 






1 wlllO i C 


Total 


Pattern N 


\ 


N 




N 


X 


Mostly Engl Ish 78 


^5 


112 


56 


190 




Mostly Spanish 


15 


6 


3 


33 


9 


Both _69 . 


^0 


82 




151 




Total * Mk 

h 


]00 


200 


100 


. .37'* 


100 


No Info. 3 




1 










2 

X 


= 18.85 


D.F. = 2 







P «= <.001 



"Table 12; Language Used In Reading at Home by Sex. 



Language 


Male 






Fema 1 e 




Total 




Pattern 


•N 


% 




N 




\ 


N 


\ 


Mostly Enfll ish 


97 


65 




101 


fc 


56 


198 


60 


Mostly Spanish 


k 


3 




10 




6 " 


\k 




Both 


Jil' 


32. 




69 






116 




Total . 


1^*8 


100 




180 




100 

* 


328 




No Info. 


30 






'21 






51 








2 

X 






D. 


F. = 2 






• - 






p = > 


.10 


, <.20 
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Table 13- Lanquaqe Used in Readinq in School » Outside of Z\sss b\ Sex. 



Lanquaqe 


Male 




Fema 1 e 




Total 




Pattern 


N 




N 


^0 


P N 




Most ly Engl i sh 


112 


76 . 


126 


69 


238 


72 


Most ly Spani sh 


12 


8 


4 . 


2 


. 16 


5 


Both 


23 • 


16 


52 • _ 


^-29 




23 


Total ^ 


li»7 


100 


182 


100 


329 


100 


No Info. 


31 




19 




• 50 








2 

X = 


12.45 D.F. 


=? 2 







f* >.001,<.01 



Table l**. Language Used in Heading in Class by Sex. 



Language 


Male 




Female 




Total 






Pattern 


N 


% ■ 


N 


% 




% ^ 




Most ly Eng 1 i sh 


■ 


"91 


170 


9'» 


m ' 


93 




Mostly Spanish 


6 


i» • ^ 


' 0 


0 


6 


• 2 




Both 


^ 7 


5 


11 


6 


18 


5 




Total 




!00 ' 


"181 


100 


328 


100 




No Info. 


31 




20 




51 










= 7.71 


D. 


F. = 2 









o ' • P = >.01 ,<.05 
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Table 15. Language Used i.a Reading on Job for Those Ever Employed- • 
by Se'x. 



Language 




Males 




Females 


Total 


Pattern 




N 


Z 




N 


% 


N 




Mostly Engl ish 




60 






56 


'73 


1*16 


68 


Mostly Spanish 




9 


9 




k 


5 


13 


8 


Both / " 




25 


27 




17 


22 


42 


2k 


Total 




9^* 


100 




77 


100 




100 ° 


No Info. 




•35 






21 




56 




Never Employed 






= 1.91 




103 

D. 


r . - 2 


ICO 












P = > 


.6,<.7 








Table_ 16. Language Used in Wri.t;ing 


at HOmiB by 


Sex. 






Language 




Male 




Fema 1 e 




Totair 




Pattern 


■ N 




t 


N" 




Z 


N 


r* 
/o 


Most ly Engl i sh 


81 




62 


101 




60 


182 


61 


Mostly Spanish 


. 18 




111 


15 




9 


33 


11 


Botii 


32 




2k 


52 




31 




28 


Total 


131 




100 


168 




100 


299 


100 



No Info. 



33 

2 



80 ' 



Table 17- Language Used in Writing In School , Outs ide of Class by ^Sex. 



a 



Language 






Male 






Fetna 1 e 


Total 




Pattern 




n 








N 








Mostly Engl 


ish 










139 


82. ° 


2i»9 


83 


Mostly Spanish 






8 




3 


'2 






Both 




n 








27 

■1— II in 


•* 

'16 


_ii 




Total 




1 "3 1 




1 r\r\ 




169 


100 






Nq Info. 








0 

X = 


9.22 


32 


D.. F . = 2 


79 


0 












p — 


• .01,.: 


.05 






" Q - 






a 














Table 18. Language Used i 


n Wri,t 


ing i 


n Class by Sex 




V • 


Language 






Male 






r ema 1 e 


Total 




Pattern 




N 




t " 




N 




N 




Mostly Engl 


sh 


126 




96 




158 


Sk _ ° 


28i» , 




Mostly Span 


sh 


3 




2 




2 


1 


5 


2 


Both 




■ 2 




2 




9 


5 


11 


3 


Total 


f 


131 




100. 


/ 


169 


100 


„ 300 


100 = ' 


No Info 




' kl 




2 

X = 


3.5 


32 


', D.-F. = 2 


79^- „ 





P = >.01,<.05 

a 
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Ttibic P). Lanquaqe Used in Wrilinq on Job by Sex 





, 1 




Fema 1 e 


Total 


7 


Pattern 


N 


% 


N 




N 


% 




Mostly Engl ish 


66 ' 


80 


, 55 


89 


121 






Mostly Spanish 


' 5 


.6 


1 


1 


6 






Both 

0 


12 


]k 


6 ' 


10 


18 


12 




Total ^ ^ 


• 83 


100 


62 


100 


145 


100 




No Info 






3'» 




83 






Never Employed 


'»6 " 


36 


- 105 . 


63^. 


151 


51 





= 2.68 D.F. = 2 

. " P ?= >.26,<.27 



Table 20. How Many TV Programs you Watch are iir Spanish? 



Spanish Pr 


'ograms 


Male 




Fema 1 e 


Total 0 ) 


Watched . 




No 




No 


% 


No 


% 


None 




59 


33 


66 , 


: 33 


125 


33 ' 


SOJTO ' 




92 


52 


103 


51 


195 


51 


More than 


1/2 


20 


11 


18 


9 


■ 38 


10 . 


AIJ 




7 




14 


7 


21 




Total 




178 


100 


201 


100 


379 


100 , . 








X2.= 


2.06 " 

P = > .50, 


D.F. 

<.60 


= 3 





» 
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d i f I cn^ncos arc nQgngiblc--stal ist ic^l ly significant in only the "at 

school -outside class case," and even there. st i 1 1 too small to be mean- 

ingfuT. The "mostly English*'* category is claimed by over 60^ of the 

• ♦ - 

respondents for writing at home , ^83^ for school outside class, 8^r^ for 
on the job and 3S% f,or: s'^ehool in clas^.. So wr i t i ng patterns are clear- 
ly English dominant. The propor^tions report i ng *'mostly. Span i shl' are 
higher thjan for read i ng , but st i 1 1 never exceed fourteen percent. 

M ass Media Use (Table 20) ^ ' 

' /- -* ■ . . ■ • > • . 

Radio use, and reading of magazines and newspapers in Spanish 

were treated above yn the hS stor i cal compar i son . vAlthough radio listen- 
ing pot terns *are Engl i sh domi nant ,^ mos t respondents listened to some 
radio in Spanish. The same pattern exists . for reading, but females 
in this case are significantly more Spanish dominant than males. ^^1/ 
Relative to watching of TV in Spanish, there are no male/female dif- 

0 

ferences. About half of both groups indicate watching at least some 
TV in Spanish, and i f the "more than half" and "all" categories are 
added to that, two-thirds of the sample watch some TV jn Spanish. This 
approaches closely what was observed for listening tO Spanish langugage 
..r'adio programs (see Table 4). * ^ ' ^ 

• Summary of Findings - 1973 Study „ 

Sex Differences (Table ?1) 

The most widespread and most substantial differences i-n language 
patterns between the Mexican Americah Boys and girls studied were in 
reference to oral patterns — males indicated more^ frequent use of Span- 
rsh in all settings in 1973* In reference to reading and writing, males 



Table 21. Summary of Sex Differences in Frequency of Use of Spanish 

|n. Speaking, Reading, and Writing in Different Social ContC)cts> 1973> 
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and females differed either only slightly or not at all iiy^their language 

usage patterns. However, when differences did exist between the two 

' . ■ ' . ■ ' ' . - 

groupings in reference to these two later modes of usage females tended 

* ■ t« . 

to use^Spanish slightly more often, Qnly in reference to one type of 
mass medi a--magaz i nes^ and newspapers--did males and females diffe^r ^ 
markedly; females used more "^SjDan i sh . 

Situational Variation in Language Patterns 

The 1973 findings clearly indicate a consistent pattern of de- 
creasing use of Spanish In speaking as one moves through informal so- 
cial contexts of interaction w^i th significant other from the home, 
through neighborhood, to out-of-class situations in school. And, the'* 
least Spanish was used in the only formal social context i ncl uded, 
school classes. S imi 1 ar progress ive i ncreases ^i n use of English in- 
stead of Spanish as one moves in informal situations away from the home 
and then to formal contexts can also be observed for reading and writ-^ 
ing patterns (Figures 7 ^nd 8). Always, the most frequent use of 
Spanish was in the context of the family and home. Cafiversely, the 
least use of Spanish was always indicated to be in school classes . 

Var i at ions by Language Usage Mode • 

The results indicate quite clearly, that most use of the Spanish 
language by these respondents was in oral situations. Similar pat- 
terns of predominant use of English over all situations existed ^n 
reference to both reading and writ i ng (see Figures 7 and 8) . Few boys 
or girlsused mostly Span i sh I n these ways .(Figures 9'^and 10),i And, 
only sman proportions used both 1 anguages equally in writing and in 
re^ading, except for^eading at home (Figures 11 and 12). 
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Figure 7. Proportions of Respondents Us i ng' Most 1 y Eng I i sh i n Different 
"Reading Situations' in 1973, by Sex 



100 . 



r\r\ 



90 (- 
70 

60 

50 

ho 

30 



Reading Mostly English 




A I Home 



School - 
Ogt of Class 



School 
In Cla: 



On Job ' 
(for those 
ever employed) 



Males 



Females 



■33- 

-.0036 



Figure 8. 
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Proportions of Respondents Using Mostly English in Different 
Writing Situations in 1973, by Sex 



Writing Mostly English 



-J 




At Home 



School - 
Out of Class 



School - 
In Class 



On Job 
(for those 
ever employed) 



Males 



Females 



0037 



Figure 9. Proportions of Respondents Using Mostly S|janish in Different 
Reading/Situations in 1973, by Sex 
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Figure 10. Proporti'ons of Respondents Using Mostly Spanish In Different 
Writing Situations in 1973,. by Sex ^ 
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Figure II. Proport ions of Respondents Indicating Bi 1 ingual Patterns 
In Different Reading Situations in I973» by Sex ' 
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• HI. PERCEIVEEJ^ USE Of SPANISH BY OTHERS - 1973 

It IS Important to know about subjects ^ percept^ions of other peo- 
ple's behavior, in addition to their own, in order t;o gain an under- ^ 
standing of how their own behavioral patterns relate to their^social 
context. We attempted to get at this through the use of .two questions 
eliciting their perceptions of language patterns used by two^ groupings 
of significant others (parents and friends) in informal sbci a'T' con texts 
(see APPENDIX A for replicas of the quest ions u^ed) . 

^ / ■ •■ . - . 

Use of Spanish by .Parents (Tables 22, 23, and ik)' 

There/^are no significant Id i fferences between the responses of pnales' 
and femiles to'any Oif the three items concerning their parents' 7an- 
guage pat\erns. The speaking patterns of parents wer-e reported to be 
largely Spa^iish dominant — reported "most 1 y S^ani sh ," and 95?^ reported 
"mostly Spanish" or "both" for their parents. Very few indicated 
their parents used "mostly English." This Spanish dominance decreapSi^s 
substantial ly'when it comes to reading with only a nine percent differ- 
ence, as cogjpared with 59^ above, between the "mostly English" and 

* . . . 

"mostly Spanish" categories, though the latter is still the larger. 

Likewise, in the case of parents' writing, the difference between the 
two categories is about ten percent, though 'WttT are a little higher, 
and the "both" category is smaller. 

Use of Spanish by'^-Friends (Table 25, 26, 27 and 28) 
In writing letters to personal friends, both males and females 
were^highly Engli^sh dominant, though males were more so than females. 
More males claimed '^mostly Englistj," while more f ema 1 es cl a i/ned "both." 
Use of "mos'tly Spanish" was reported'by only smal 1 numbers of both boy? 



Tnbic 22. Parents Language Pattern Used vvhen Speaking by Se>s of Respondent. 
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Table 23. Language Used by 


Parents 


in Reading by" Sex ot Respondent. 
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Table 2^- Language Used by Parents in Writing by Sex of Respondent" 



LangAJage 
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Table 25. Language Used by Respondents* in Writing Letters to Personal- 
Friends by Sex of Respondent^ 



Language i * Male * Fema 1 e Total 

Pattern. . N % N % HZ 
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tanguage Used by Friends in Speaking by Sex of Respondent. 
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Tabi%27. Language Used by Friends i'n 
by Sex of Respondent. 
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Table 28. Lafiguage Used by Frjends in Writing, Outside of CI 
by Sex of Respondent. ^ , * • " . 



Language Hale ° Fema 1 e . • Total- ' ..^ 

Pattern ' N ^ ^ N S N % •> ° 
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There is a strong dif/ercnco between males and females relative to 
^Vanguage spoken by friends. While the ^'mostly English'* category is 

about the same for both sexes, ''a much higher proportion of males than 

ft-^ 'ft.'. . 
females chose the '^mostly Spanish" category, and a much higher propor- 
tion of females than males chose the Uboth" category. So *i t seems 
^that the females were describing their friends as less Spanish domi- 
nant than the males were. 

In their reading and wr i t ing outs ide class, the friends of the 
respondents were described as clearly Englisif dominant. Two-thirds of 
the group claimed "mostly English'* reading patterns and over three- 
fourths reported "mostly English" writing patterns for their friends. 
There are significant sex di fferenqes however. Relative to reading, 
the males choose the "most 1 y Eng 1 i sh" category? more th'an the females, 
while the females choose the "both" category more thaa the males. 
Relative to writing, the differences are^maller, but the very same 
pattern, occurred^ suggesting that the males see their friends asmore 
English dominant in writing and reading than the females do. 

Summa ry 

a - ' . " ^ 

Qui te "clear ly the respondents' perceptions of parents' and friends' 

language patterns are quite comparable to their own self-reported be- 
hav*ior patterns. The sex differences in langu^^ge usage of the respon- 
dents are paralleled in their percept ionsP of their parents*' and friends 
language usage. Parents are perceived as h i ghl y^^pian i sh dominant by 
both males and females, and friends of females are more English domi- 
nant than friends of males. 

• ■ ' . , {)()47 



DISCUSSION 

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY 
It would be Inappropriate to concliidei without pointing to several 
crucia 1 . 1 imi tat ions of this data, which should be kept in mind in anal- 
yzing it. First, it is based upon . sel f-report of a politically sensi- 
tlve and* emot ional ly charged phenomenon, ^ Even under the best of oCondi- 

tions, yalidand reliable data are difficult to obtain. Exploration 

r . /. ■ - • 

of*^ the gnethodolog i ca 1 problems involved remain to 'be accompl i shea* 
Second, although we have been trying to tap an ever-increasing 
variety of contexts of langugage usage, our categories rema.in very crade^ 
Joshua Fishman (I97l)'^arns us of the complex ways in which language 
usage varies even within a particular setting, such as the hpme,'or at 
school. He recommends' that we alert ourselves to that complexity and . 
take note not only of who is speaking what language to whom, but of 
what variety of a particular language they are ut i 1 i z ing , for wjiat pur- 
poses, in whdL specific setting within the home or the school, 
with what consequences, and so on. We need to know more about the 
"v/homs" and the settings, and the whefi and why of switching between 
English and Spanish, and about the specific characteristics of the En-- 
gl i sh and Span ish that 'are being used. 

Finally, the c.rudencss of our language usage measures implies thai 
there would [)rp^ably have to be rather marked changes in language beha- 
vior for.it to be reflected} in our data. That is, all^ other consi- 
derations aside, cha'nge may be occurring, but it is not ref 1 ected. in 
our gross response categories of "mostly English," or "mostly Spanish" " 

S " 

or "both." 
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CONCLUS IONS AND IMPLICATIONS . - 

■..;.*, 
The data in all three areas of concern have been summarized earlier 

i . • 

after each of the three sections of the '^Findings'* above; it will Viot 
be recapf tulated here. The major conclusions of our analysis are pre- 
sented and discussed below. 

Historical Changed 1967-1973 

The patterned decrease in ^Spanish usage observed for both males and 
females, from the home setting, to t;^ neighborhood and the school, was 
repeated, in 1973> but with an i nterest 1 ng twi st . The decrease is less 
dramatic in 1973 than before, with both m.ales and females using more 
Spanish with their friends outside class than in 1967- This is diffi- 
cult to explain. We could specu 1 ate that the schools are simply being 
less repressive about *'the use of Spanish, but there is no? evidence to 
suggest that. Hbwever, there was much more Chicano movement activity 
in the study area in 1973 than in 1967- That might have led- to this 
finding in one of two ways: the school probably was pressured to be 
less repressive about the use of- Spanish Outside of class, or, regard- 
less of school conditions, a heightened ethnici ty might have led stu- 
(jents to use more Spanish. Or, this grea'ter pol i ticizat ion might have 
had another effect - while not necessarily affecting language behavior, 
it might indeed have affected the way respondents chose to charac- 
terize their language usage patterns on a quest ionna i re . As the rhe- 
toric of the movement is generally supportive- of the. use of Spanish and 
of i ts va 1 ue , students mi ght have been influenced by ideology to over- 
estimate, or in fact, to estimate mQfe accurately than in 1967, the 
amount of Spanish they use at school even though Jt is forbidden. 

The patterned increase observed in the use of "mostly Spanish" in 
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almost all settings for males and females may also spring from a change 
In political orientations leading to a change in the way' respondents 
perceive their language usage patterns, canno,t' say there were no 

politics in the earl ier study, because there clearly were, s^imply dif- 
ferent ones,Yjs/hich involve'ST the devaluation of Spanish,' and tibe stigma- 
tization of it. So it is difficult to know which set of responses are 
more ''real ist ic as both have doubtless been influenced by political 
ideology. More attention should be given to this phenomenon of how 
language usage patterns are "characterized'' as separate from wha-t those 
patterns might actually be, and the influences upon those character'!- 
zat ions . * 

It was noted above that the greater English dominance of girls in 
oral language usage - males used ''mostly Spanish" five times as often 
as females - persists in 1973- Likewise th6 greater English dominance 
of boys in use of written mass media persists in the 1973 data as in 
the 1967 data - two-thirds of males claimed to use no Spanish, and over 
half of the females claimed at least some. We speculated on the reason 
for thnt difference in our earlier report on the 1 967 resu 1 ts , suppos- 
ing that it mighi lie with th^e alleged strong sex-role differentiation 
of the Mexican American culture, with females trained to be docile and 
obedient, and maizes to be more i ndependent . This soc fa 1 i zat ion di"f- 
ference, then, might lead to females being more conforming in school, 
where spoken English is a focus of great concern. That exp 1 anat i on 
should be broadened, however, to take into account academic performance 
differences of males and females in this sot^iety as a whole. Females 
in general, probably ctue to dependnece training, are more^ verbally 

■ f ■ - . ' 



skilled than males (Maccoby,- 1963). If that training difference and 
its likely effect operate on Mexican American females in the same way * 
as upon Anglo females - and there is ^no reason to expect otherwise - 
then it mfght explain th6 greater tendency of. females to read in Span- v^ 
ish. Although about half of the males and females studied Spanish, in 
school . (as noted in the new 'M973~only" data), the females might be 
more likely^ to utilize their training with written Spanish due to their 
greater competence with verbal skills. 

1973 Study . r 

Oral language usage patterns were largely English dominant in class 

- to be expected as the language of in^struct iorj is English. But e>^n 

here males used Spanish more than ferhales, and nine percent of the 

total group claimed to use mostly Spanish anyway. We wondered above 

how that might come to pass. It may be that students are generally 

quiet In terms of speaking out before the whole class - an effective 

* ■ ■ * . 

political tool for a subord i nate group , as Dumont (1972) points out 

in a study of how Sioux and Cherokee children use silence Lo maintain 

control of the classroom. At the same time there may be substantial 

whispered conversation going on among students, as any school teacher 

will testify, and that could well take place largely in Spanish; in 

fact, there could be much good reason for i,t to be in Spanisf\ rather 

than English for the sake of privacy. 

The 1973 data indicated that although the great majority of males 

and females claimed to Speak, read, and wntte Spanish, more females 

than males claimed reading and writing skills* This explains the 

finding that females read more magazines and newspapers in Spanish than 
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males, observed in both 3nd li973> they simply have greater ski 1 1 , 

jOnd this may be due to the general tendency for American women to have 
greater verbal skill, as mentioned above. By the same tok4n , j?rfa 1 es 
were more Eng 1 i sh domi nant in tlieir letter writing than females - 
learning to wr i te Engl isH and^ ei ng comfortable in* it is a major goal 
of the schools,* and most males have accomplished it. But Spanish writ*, 
ing receives much, much^less a*ttention, and so not as mpny have accom- 
plished it. But if females are more verbally skilled, and more intent 
on success in school, they may be generally dominat ing that skill - . 
writinq in Spanish - in'spite of the scanty attention^it receives. 

The perceived language usage patterns of parents and friends close- 
ly paral leled those reported by the respondents for themselves. Thus, 
these Mexican American youth see themselves to be in haVmony with thefr 
contexts of interaction, using more or less Spanish in accordance with 
situational norms for language us^ge they perceive. If this inference 
is valid, then it Vol lows that diff|^n^nt role definitions 
involved in the status sets of these Mexican American youth have as 
elements varying specifications far the appropriateness of use of 
Spanish. For^^^^stance , most of these youth are probably expected by 
the family to use on 1 y or mostly Spanish in speaking to their parents, 
while at the other extreme, their teachers probably hold f fgi<4 ^expecta- 
tions for them to use only Engl i sh in addressings the class or the tea- 
chers in the school classroom. 

In closing, *we would like to point out the need for more refined 
and. extens i ve study of the language patterns of Mexican American you|th 
than is represented by this i nvest i gat iqn . As we have noted earlier 
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In our review of literature and analysis, much remains to be dqne in 



resolving basic methodolog i car quest ions about how best to- obtain 



valid and reliable data in this sensitive area of research, and, in 



obtaining comparable data across a wider spectrum of population types 



(i.e. age groups and regions), to evaluate the scope of general patterns 
derived from the few and limited studies carried out on this subject so 
far. 



FOOTNOTES 



A detailed discussion of observat ions about historical change in 
the study area and the schools located within it is presented in 
Kuvle^ky and Monk (1975: ABPEttoiX D) . )t should be noted that ag- 
gregate census data used to determine historical change in the 
selected study counties were obtained from 1960. and 1970 U. S. cen- 
sus reports - this time lapse does not parallel the actual time lapse 
of the study (1967-1973) very well. 

.11 s hou J d be- no ted -here ±hat - the s choaL e n rpJJ m_en ts}ac r o s.s ^the a c - ^ . 
tual study period (1967-.1973) did not reflect- an increase^ in propor- 
tion .of Mex i can American students; In fact , they demonstrated a 
slight tr^end to the converse (see APPEND I X B, Table l ) . This may be 
due to the difference in the time frames between the 1960-1970 cen- 
sus data comparison and/the actual' study period. 

This trend is probably a reflection of the more general, improvement 
in economic conditions across the U. S. during the 1 ate s i xt i es . 
Ft shoufd not be interpreted to mean that the respondents* families 
had generally achieved dramatic or long-1 as.t ing improvements in 
their life situations. A* more accurate judgement would be that the 
general status of these families changed little in a relative sense, 
over the tim^ period examined. v v . * ^ 

Mike iMiller informally interviewed administrators, counselors, and- 
students in the study area and, also, specifically looked for 
availability of Spanish language readirfg mater i*^aTs. 

While this -was a slight trend, it. does not fit well with the obser- 
vation that the general occupational and economic statuses of Mexican 
Americans Improved from i.960 to 1970 In the study area. The most 
likely e;^planation of this apparent incongruence is the d i f ference 
in the historical t ime-frame involved in the census vs. the actual 
study data. . 

* • ■ ^ ■ 

The one exception to this general statement iF that for the El Paso 
youth, females tended to use Spanish slightly more frequently than 
males, while the South Texas respondents , demonstrated .a^onA/erseiJi 
pattern. " 

t 

i^e 

ftig Spanish in various situations were relat ively high, as compared 
with a very low rate in reference to speaking/ it (see Tables 12 
through 19). This may indicate a hesitancy for some respondents to 
indicate their lack of full ability to utilize their native language. 
Prob<il^ly many of those who indicated they could read and write Span- 
ish have very limited capabilities to do so. This is an area that, 
will require considerable methodological effort if it is to be re- 
searched adequately. 



The no"esponse rate-to the qu^estlons on writing Spanish and. read 
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# * ' APPENDICES 



APPENDIX A: LANGUAGE USE- I NSTRUMENTS . 
o Those' items with a ("'0 were used only in the 1973 surveys, 

30. a) Do you speak Spanish?^ (Circle one number.) . 

^ ^es . 2 No 

If you answered ^jes, you do speak Spanish, answer the fol,l owing 
que*stidns: 

. ' ' ' ' . • ' ^ . ■ • 

b) What language do , you usually use wKen speak'ing wifh your parents? 
(Circle onfe number.) 

^ ' * 1 English 2 Spanish 3 About the same 

* ' ' amount of both , 

c) What language do you Usually use when talking with your close 
friends in your neighborhood? (Circle one number.) 

• ^- / - «b . ^ 

1 English 2 Spanish 3 About the same 

amount of both 

d) What language do you usual ly'use when speaking with your close 
school friends 'outside of class? (Circle one number.) 

1 Knglish ^ 2 Spanish , ^ 3 About the same' 

^ ' » amount of both 

. (e)* What language do you use in speaking in most classes in school.^ (Circle 
one number.) ' ' vv.it.t.j.t 

1. EnKlish 2 Spanish 3 About the same 

amount of both 

3i. How many of the radio programs you listen to are broadcast in Spanish? 

(Circle one^number.) 

■' ^ jj 

I None 2 Some .3^ More -than -ha If 4 All 



32.* How m^ny of the TV programs ydu watch are broadcast in Spanish? 
^- '^^^^ . 2. Some ' 3. More-than-half 4. All 



' °^ the magazines and newspapers which you read are in Spanish^ 

vt'ircie one number) i 

^' 2. Some , 3. More-than-half • 4. All 

. , ; • V .. — ^ : . 
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We would llki*^ to find out some things about your use of Spanish and English 
In rending nnd writing. Please answer the luilowing questions for us. 

35.* Can you read Spanish? (Circle one number) 

1. yes 2. no ^ 

If yes , answer the following: 

(1) In reading at hoiae do you read? ^(Circle one number.) 

.1- Mostly English . 1. Mostly Spanish '3. About the same 

amount of both 

(2) In reading In mbst classes at school do you read? (Circle one number.) 

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same 

amount of both 

(3) , In reading in school outside of classes do you read? (Qircle one number) 

" Mostly English , h. Mostly Spanish 3. About^ the same 

\ ' amount of both 

(4) In reading on the job do you read? (Circle one number,) 

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same 

^ amount of both 

« 4. Never employed 

36.* Can you write in Spanish? (Circle one number.) 

1. yes " 2. no ^ 

If yes , answer the following: 

(1) Language used in writing at home ? (Circle one number) 

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same 



amount of both 
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(?) Language used in writing in most classes at school ? (Circle one number.) 

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish . 3. About the same 

amount of both 

(3) Lahguage used in writing at school, outside of classes ? (Circle one number) 

1. Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same 

amount of both 

(4) Language used in writing on job ? (Circle one number) 

1.' Mostly English 2. Mostly Spanish 3. About the same 

4. Never Employed " / amount of both 

(5) Language used in writing letters to personal friends ? (Circle one number) 

1. Mostly Eng^lish 2. Mostly Spanish ^ 3. About the sariie 

amount of both 

. : \ 5 \ — — — — 

-■■■1)057 ■ ^ 
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We would like to know aomc thing about the language used by your family and 
friends. Plea©^ answer the following questions. 

^ , 
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in terms of each of the following uses of language: 




^7*. Which pattern' of language use best describes your clo^e friends generally 



Mostly Mostly Same Amount 

Spanish English of Both 

!• Speaking ' * . 

2. Writing (Outside of Class) . ^ ^ 

3. Reading (Outside of Class) ___ ^ ^ 



38*. Which pattern of language use b^st describes your parents: 

1. Speaking . • <> . , 

2. Writing — r 

3. Reading' 



26.* Have you taken a Sjjanish course in school? (Circle one number.) 
1. Yes 2. No 




APPENDIX B: SUPPLEMENTARY DATA 



Table 1. High^School Sophomores Interviewed in Rural ^outh Texas Study 
area in I967 and 1973 by Ethnfcity and Sex. 



0 




1967 






1973 


OS 


Ethn i c i ly 


Male 


Fema 1 e 


Total ' 


Male 


Fema 1 e 


Tota r 


Mexican American 


169 


"172 


3A1 


178 ' 


201 


379 


Anqlo 


■ k 


• 9 


13 


15 


15 


30 


Other 


0 


0 


0 


5 


2 


7 


Total / 


173 


■ 181 


< ' ^ 
35A- 


198 


218 


.41*6 


No Response 
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Table 2. 


Do You Speak Spanish? 




* 








L> 


Male 






Total » ^ 




N 


% 


. N 




N 




Yes 


175 


98 


200 


100 


375 


99 


No 


-A 


2 


1 


0 


k 


1 


Total X . 


178 


100 


201 


• lOf) 


379 


100 






» 1.28 




D.F, = 1 










P B > 


.25, 


<.26 






Table 3. 


Can You Read Spanish? 










• 




Ma^^~^^ 


Fema 1 e 


Total 








N 




nT 




Yes 




- 8o ■ ^ 




88 


318 


8^4 


No 




~. 20 


25 




61 


16 


Tota 1 


178 


100 


201 


100 


379 


100 






x/ = ^.2'* 




D.F. = 1 






• 




P »= > 


.01, 


<.05 






Table ^. 


Can You Write Spanish? 














Male 


Fema 1 e 


\. Total 




N 


% 


. N 


% 


N , 




Yes 


120 


■ 69 


165 


82, 


285 


76 


No 


Jl 


. 31 


Ji 


18 


90 


"i 


Total 


17'* 


100 


201 


100 


375 


100 


No Info 


k 


X2 = 8.81 


0 


D.K = 1 


J* 





P f >.001 , <.01 



0.050 



